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A bstract

W e show that the chiralSU (n) SU () avor symm etry on the
nullplane severely restricts the sea quarks in the baryon octet. It pre-
dicts Jarge asym m etry for the light sea quarks (u;d;s), and universal-
ity and abundance for the heavy sea quarks. Further it is shown that
existence of the heavy sea quarks constrained by the sam e sym m etry
reduces the theoretical value of the E llisJa e sum rule substantially.

1 Introduction

M any years ago, based on the current anticom m utation relation on the nulk
plane [l'], the G ottfried sum rule |:2]was rederived. Since the rederived sum
rule had a slightly di erent physicalm eaning from the originalone, I called
it as the m odi ed G ottfried sum rule B]. Several years ago, this sum rule
was found to take the ollow ng form 4, §]:
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where ¥'Y ( )withN = porn isthe totalcross section oftheK * N scatter—
Ingsand fx isthe kaon decay constant. T hisgave usa new way to investigate
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the vacuum properties of the hadron based on the chiralSU (n) SU ) a—
vor symm etry on the nulkplane. In this paper I explain the fact and show
that it severely restricts the sea quarks in the 8 baryon. Before going into
details ket us rst explain som e backgrounds about the sum rule (1).
T he classicalm om ent sum rulesbased on the operatorproduct expansion O PE)
were derived only at even integers or at odd integers {§], whhere the integer n
was de ned, for exam ple, for the structure function F, as
2,
M @)= dxx’ F (07): @)

Then we call the Integers w here the classicalm om ent sum rules do not exist
as the m issing integers. ForF, in the electroproduction, these m issing inte-
gers are odd ones. The reason why we lose the m om ents at m issing Integers
is clear. In the classical derivation, we rst do the short-distance expansion.
Then we analytically continue it to the light-cone one w ith use of the disper—
sion relation and expresses it by the structure function In the s channel. Tn
these processes we need som e relation for the structure function originating
from the crossing symm etry. W e usually take this as the one de ned by the
current com m utation relation because we can use the causality condition di-
rectly In this case. Now this relation depends crucially on the way how we
de ne the quantity In the u channel. Hence by the proper consideration of
this quantity, it m ay be possible to get the sum rules at the m issing integers.
In the perturbative Q CD , the situation was resolved by using the analytical
continuation with respect to n in the anom alous din ension up to the two
Joops [1], and as a by-product the G ottfred sum rule was revised as
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for arbitrary Q ?, since the Q? dependence in Eq.(3) is negligbly sm all com —
pared with 1/3. This m ethod of the analytical continuation in n was con-—

m ed directly also in Ref.§] in the perturbative approach up to the next to
leading order. Now the Integer n was known to be the O (4) spin, and the
momentM @) should be replaced by the N achtm ann m om ents B] which are
esseentially the O (4) partialwaves apart from the trivial kinem atical factors.
Hence the m ethod of the analytical continuation in n could be chedked from
the O (4) partial wave expansion in the general context, [1(3,11], ie., Inde-
pendent ofthe OPE . In thism ethod we 1st de ned the signatured m om ents
as in the case of the Froissart—G rlbov proection In the O (3) partialwave ex—
pansion. Then we found that the O (4) partialwaves at the w rong signature
points exactly corresponded to the N achtm ann m om ents at the m issing inte—
gers. This stemm ed from the fact that the scattering am plitude was de ned
by the retarded product whose In aghary part was the com m utation rela—
tion. Now what we really needed in the inclisive reaction was infom ation
of the product of the current. Thus we constructed the am plitude whose
In aghary part was the anticomm utation relation. By applying the O (4)
partial wave expansion to this quantiy, we found that the m issihg integers
In the classical derivation corresponded to the right signature points of this
expansion. The kinem atical form ofthe moment at n = 1 for the structure
function F, obtained in thisway in the electroproduction was exactly the one
obtained by the analytical continuation of the m ethod in Ref.fl]. However
the sign from the crossing symm etry for the structure function was not the
usual one de ned by the current com m utation relation but the one de ned
by the current anticomm utation relation [1]. It is this relation which is
necessary to derive the sum rulk (1). A physical m eaning of the di erence
willbe explained m ore In the next section. Sihce a review of the derivation
ofthe current anticom m utation relation on the nulkplane w ith consideration
for causality and the spectral condition for hadrons is described In detail in
Ref.B], we give here the result
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where cm eans to take the connected m atrix elem ent and the state Ppi is the
stable one particle hadron state. Com pared w ith the current com m utation
relation on the nullkplane given as
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the relations (6) are restricted greatly because they are not operator relations.
In soite of this lim tation we can get m any Infom ation from them . Let us
tum to discuss the di erence between Eqg.(l) and Eg.(3). The both-hand
sides of the sum rule (1) are related to the sam e quantity
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where A, ( ;0) on the nultplane x* = 0 can be considered as the quantity
de ned by
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as far as the m om ent of the structure function F, atn = 1 is concemed. W e
need caution in this denti cation. T he bilocal current on the left-hand side
of Eg.(9) is not the regular one :n the follow ng sense. Each coe cient of
the expansion of the bilocal current on the nulkplane into the local operator
gets the sihgular piece due to the anom alous din ension . The Q 2 dependence
given in Eqg.(3) corresponding to them om ent at n = 1 is one exam ple which
originates from this fact. However this Q? dependent piece was negligbly
am all. T he experin entalvalie ofthe G ottfried sum {12] substantially violated
the origihally predicted value 1=3 P] and by this negligbly snall value it
becam e in possible to explain the defect. O n the other hand, the m odi ed
G ottfried sum rule explained the defect E]. Thus the term In the expansion
of the bilobcal current corresponding to the moment at n = 1 should be
the one predicted by our method. In other words, we can consider that
the perturbatively predicted Q2 dependence is shielded by the large non-—
perturbative e ects, orm ore practically, we can regard it negligile com pared
w ith the non-perturbative contribution as far asthe moment at n = 1 is
concemed. Thus our m ethod is com plem entary to the perturbative Q CD

which isbelieved to be valid forthem om ents above n = 2 except the largen
region. Finally, it should be noted that the physical origin of the deviation
from 1=3 was the sam e as that of the axialwector coupling constant from 1
in the sense that both the deviations are proportional to the square of the
pseudo-scalar decay constants.



2 The relation to the quark distribution func-

tions
R
Here we explain the rolk of the integral of the type P 11 4 n Eqg.@).
Atx" = 0,EqQ.(8) corresponds to
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W e expand the quark ed at x* = 0 as
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where the sum over the subscript n m eans the soin sum and the m om entum
Integral collectively. Here the (+) means the positive energy solution and
( ) the negative one. T he nom al ordered product is
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The rsttem ofthe right-hand side ofEqg.(12) contributes to the quark dis-
tribution function and the second one to the antiquark distribution functions.
Let usnow de ne a part of the quark distrdoution as
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with = p'y .Simnilarly the antiquark one is
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Thuswe seeth%t the antiquark tem getsextra m inus sign due to the integral
of the type P 11 4 . This explains a physical di erence between the
modi ed Gottfided sum rule and the Adlkr sum rul. In the parton m odel
we know
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w here the subscript v m eans the valence quark and ; m eans the i type sea
quark. The di erence between the two sum rules is the sign In front of the
antiquark distrioution. The current anticom m utation relation on the nulk-
plane which leadsto them odi ed G ottfrded sum rule stproportjonalto P Xi .
This factor is the origin of the integral of the type P 11 4 . W hike the
current com m utation relation on the nulbplane which leads ‘%o the A dler sum
1.‘511]8 is proportionalto (x ). Thus, under the assum ption 01 dx ;&;Q7%) =
s dx ;(¢;0?), the Adler sum rule measures the mean I of the f [quark] +
Bntiquark]lg and hence the one of the valence quarks being equal to the I3
of the proton, while the m odi ed G ottfided sum rule m easures the m ean I3
of the fquark] — ntiquarklgin the proton. In conclusion we can say that
the m odi ed Gottfrded sum rule naturally explains the physical di erence
between the Adkrsum rul and the G ottfrried sum and that it directly probes
the vacuum of the proton. This fact is the fundam ental in portance of the
sum rules obtained by the current anticom m utation relations (6).



3 The symm etry constraint on the light sea
quark distributions in the baryon octet

M any years ago, W einberg showed that at high energy there is a symm e—
try closely connected w ith the dynam ic symm etry at low energy fI3]. The
pion coupling m atrix discussed there is very sin ilar to the m atrix elem ent
< 2 (0)j > on thenullplhneatq" = Owheregq=p p and ;
are oneparticle hadron states. This is because this m atrix elem ent picks
up the non-pok tem shce < 2 (0)j >= fg gg= m?)gc<
ij (0)3 >y whereN m eansthe non-polem atrix elem ent. Because of this
property the light-lke charge algebra plays very sim ilar rolk as the algebra
ofthe pion coupling m atrix. It relates the low energy to the high energy and
the relation between the two energy regions is controlled by the symm etry.
Tt is this symm etry which we discuss in this paper.
Now A, ( ;0) isgovemed by this symm etry,ie.the chiralSU 3) SU 3) a—
vor symm etry on the nultplane. Iffwe take the state on the left-hand side of
Eg.(9) asthe 8 baryon, i becom es
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where ; arethe symm etry Index specifying each m em ber of the 8 baryon.
Since them atrix elem ent can be classi ed by the avor singlkt in the product
8 8 8, @A.(;0) isdeocomposd as
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fora & 0. Using the value of the m odi ed G ottfided sum rule estin ated in
Ref.[4], we obtain
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The m ean hypercharge sum rule in Ref.{{4] gives us
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Here we use the notation A% ( ;0) with B = @in; ; % % ; 9 to
soecify each m em ber of the 8 baryon. From Egs.(21) and (22), we obtain
1 %14
B —P —F ( ;0)= 089; 23)
2 1
1 %14
b —p —D ( ;0)= 050: 4)
2 1
T hese are the constraintsby the chiral avor sym m etry and the discussion can
beextended to SU (4) SU 4) orstillhigher sym m etry w ith som e restrictions
explained later.
Let us continue to discuss the SU (3) case. W ith use of ® and B given 1
Egs.(23) and (24), it is possbl to get the constraints on the sea quarks in
each baryon by repeating the sam e kind of the discussions as those for the
proton ). W e rst regularize the sum rule by using analytical continuation
from the non-forward direction. This reqularization is based on the m ethod
in Ref.fl§] and its application to our case was explained in detail in Ref.J3].
The Inportant point in this m ethod lies in the fact that the sum rulk is
convergent under the physically reasonable assum ption,ie., the tra fctory of
the pomeron satis es 5 (t) < 1 for some an allt where t is the m om entum
transfer. Thus once we can dentify the parts which becom e divergent as
t goes to zero, we can safely subtract them from both-hand sides of the
sum rule. The soft pom eron by D onnachiand Landsho [16] is one exam pk
w hich m akes it possibble to carry out the program easily. Now the assum ption
p ) < 1 forsom e an allt can not be satis ed by the hard pom eron based on
the xed-coupling constant [1]. H owever, there are great e orts to in prove
the defect of this pom eron [I§]. The next-to-leading corrections seem s to
suggest a substantial reduction ofthe value ofthe intercept {19]. Themuliple
scatterings of the pom eron gives us in portant unitary corrections at low x
R0]. Thuseven in such a perturbative approach there is a hope to satisfy the
assum ption. W e use the soft pom eron to explain the regularization, but in
view ofthe situation, we clarify the quantities which do not depend on the
assum ed high energy behavior n the follow ng. Now the discussion of the
reqularization in the non—forward direction is cum bersom e kinem atically, and
the technical aspect of the m ethod can be explained by the e ective m ethod
In the forward direction, hence we recapitulate it here. However, It should
be noted that, corresponding to the nite sum rules in thise ective m ethod,
there always exist truly convergent sum rules in the above sense. T he sum



rule forF,° in SU (3) is
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W e take the lading high energy behavior of F,* is given by the pom eron
as (Q—lz) O 1 Q%1 p ONE )? @ 1 and assume i to be the avor
singkt, where  (0) is the Intercept of the pom eron. Note that what we
assum e here is only the high energy behavior 2 ) * @ ! and no assum ption
is m ade about the Q2 dependence, shce all the unknown Q? dependence
is absorbed In  o,. This also applies to the scale factor in 2 . Then the
regularization of the sum rule goes as follow s. W e rew rite the left-hand side
ofEq.(@25) as
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and, since the pom eron term is assum ed to be avor singlkt, we rew rite the
right-hand side of it as
P_
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By setting » 0)= 1+ b ,weexpand o as 5, Q%) ( b LQ%+
O (( bf). I Thepolktem as ! b should be canceled out from both—
hand sides of Eq.(25) since the sum rules are convergent for the arbitrary
nite positive ( b) which corresponds to the an all negative t jx%) the non—

forw ard case, hence therem ust exists £ ( ) such that the quantity 2—9€f( ) =
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piecewetakethelImi ! 0 and cbtain
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sign .




where S ( ;0;07) and §; are de ned as
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Here the superscript 3 In S3( ;0;02) and §; means the singket n SU 3).
By ocom paring Egs.(25) and (28) we see that the regularization of Eq. (25)
sin ply results in the Q? dependence in the singlet com ponent and that all
the relation from the symm etry is nherited. By kesping this fact in m Ind,
W e de ne the sea quark distrbution of the itype one in the 8 baryon as ¢,
and regularizes itsm ean num ber as
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where ; O) hereis ; (0) = 1+ band istaken as1:0808 ﬂ-ﬁ], and a is obtaned
as
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N ote that the superscript B dropsout in a. T hism eans that the resul holds
for allm em bers in the 8 baryon. In the follow Ing we use the policy to drop
the superscript B in the case where the relation holds for allm embers in the
8 baryon. Further the su x i is dropped, since the value a is proportional
to gp and was detemm ined through the sum mulke asa = 12 fori= u;d;s
n Ref.G]. This universality is the resul in our form alisn obtained from the
assum ption that the pom eron is avor singlet . T his can be seen by the fact
that allthe coe cients ofthe singlet com ponent in the sea quark distrdoutions
are the same. Now, In generalwe can take the high energy behavior m ore
complicated than *® !, Forexampl nh cascsof (n P *® !, wewill
obtain the expansion ofthe orm f;=( bF 1+ a,=( bf+ +=4 b)]
in stead of the sim ple pole §p= b) . A Il these tem s belong to the singlet
and hence controlled by the sym m etry. T hus am biguiies due to high energy
behavior can be absorbed into the nitepartasS; ( ;0;Q %) also in this case.
Egs.(30) and (31) should bem odi ed appropriately according to the assum ed
high energy behavior. Though we lose the explicit valuea= 12 i this case,
w e stillhave the relation w hich relatesthe coe cient ofthe kading sinhgularity
in F, and that in the pion nuckon reactions through the sum rul. Now
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retuming back to the soft pom eron we explain how the constraintson the sea
quark distrbutions are cbtained. A san exam ple Jef; us take the prpton m atrix

ekment in Eq.(19) with K = 2 = diag(1 00)= 2 o+ 3 3+ 2 g, where
diag@bc) meansthe3 3m atrix whose diagonalelem ent isa;b;cand allo —
diagonalelem ents are zero . Fortheproton = % 4+ iB); = % 4 i5). Then

by taking < €} >=< € > ,wecdbtain< uf > +2< °f >= p—36§§+ 2FF + %ﬁ .
Sihce it is straightforward to repeat the sam e kind of the calculation for
other sea quarks, we give the results in Table 7, where we use §° de ned as
$° = <°S;. 7 By using the fact that each valknce part ism erely the number
of the valence quark, we get many sum rules from the relations In Tabl
El:. Among them the sum rules for the m ean quantum num bers of the light
sea quarks are fiindam ental since they do not depend on §°. Here the light
sea quarks m ean the u;d;s type sea quarks. W e summ arize them In Tablk
2. Note that ®® is replaced by % because the divergent part is canceled
out In each expression through the condition (31). The sam e kind of the
fact holds also in the general case as far as the divergent part is assum ed to
be avor singkt. P ractically, all the results in Tabl 2 can be dbtained by
considering the quantity corresoonding to hizi, iY i, and hQ i forthe light sea
quarks directly as in the exam pl in the section 2. In this case the sihglkt
com ponent do not appear explicitly, hence ifwe assum e that the pom eron is

avor singlket and that it contrbutes universally to every sea quark, we do
not encounter the divergence. Though such a practicalapproach cbscures the
physical view that at high energy there isa symm etry closely connected w ith
the dynam ic sym m etry at low energy, it convincesusthat the results in Table
2 are insensitive to the reqularization. T he perturbative Q CD corrections to
these relations begin from the 2 loops and they enter the sam e way as the
one in them odi ed G ottfided sum rule. T herefore they are negligbbly an all
com pared w ith the non-perturbative values listed in Tablk 2.

4 The sym m etry constraint on the heavy sea

quark distributions in the octet baryon
Here we extend the symmetry from SU 3) SU 3) to SU () SU (n) wih

n 4. ITn general, such symm etry is considered to be badly broken in the
Ham iltonian. However, In our case we do not use it explicitly. O ur starting

‘Ifweset 8 = = + 153, the resulks for the proton i Ref.[3] can be reproduced.
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point is the local current algebra on the nulkplane for good-good com po—
nent. In this case we do not need the equation of m otion, hence In this
sense all the results In this paper do not depend on the Ham iltonian which
badly breaks the symm etry. However we need the assum ption conceming
the classi cation of the m atrix elem ents by the symm etry. Tt is not clear
how far such classi cation holds. W e know that the m ethod works well for
the badly broken SU (3). Then it m ay be usefil to have physical predic-
tions under this extension. A s it is explained later in this section and in the
next section the physical results cbtained seem to have som e experin ental
relevance. Let us now discuss the heavy sea quarks in the 8 baryon. For
concreteness we take the chiral SU 4) SU (4) avor symmetry. In this
case the 8 baryon belongs to 20y , and the currents to 15. The m atrix
elem ent In this case can be classi ed by the singlet com ponent In the prod-
uct 20y 20y 15. Since the ad pint representation 15 appears twice in
the product as 20y 20y =175 84 45 45 20 15 15 1,and
since only these two 15 can m ake the singkt w ith the ram aining 15, we have
two di erent temm s in the m atrix elem ent. Further these two 15 can be
represented by the 4 4 matrix whose 3 3 sub-m atrix agrees with the
3 3matrx n SU 3). Now two di erent tem s have already appeared in
Eg.20) asF ( ;0) and D ( ;0) In SU (3). Hence, even In SU (4), Eg.(20)
hods at least or ; = 1 8anda=1 15. However, in this gen—
eralization, the singlkt In SU (3) is not the snglt in SU 4). To see this

fact m ore ooncre;)cg]y, we take Ehemat}:)dx K = diag@ 0 0 0), and decom —

2 1 3 6

posssitasK = 2 §+ 2 5+ 2 i+ £ {;. Herethe | istheGellMann
Igliatrjx %eperahzed to SU (4). SU (3) sihgkt part in this decom position is

TZ o+ 1—26 1 = %diag(l 110). Sincethe3 3 submatrix diag(l 1 1)

is expressed as 76 o In SU (3), the coe cient of the singlet part in SU (3)

is di erent from thpe one In SU (4). On the other hand, 3 3 sub-m atrix

in the part £ 3+ 73 & has the sam e expression in these two cases. Thus

we nd one relation between the singlet contrbution n SU (3) and the one
In SU 4). Ifwe denote the %I_J @) si})q_]et contribution as §; corresponding
to §§ in SU (3), we cbtain 5287 = 285 + 16 . Expressed in the parton
m odel, this generalization from SU (3) to SU (4) corresoonds to the addition
of the cham sea quark w ith the condiion (31) wihout changihg anything
in the light sea quarks. After allwe nd that all the relations in Tabk d
and Tablk 2 hold in SU (4) w ithout changing anything. T he discussion here
also show s that allthe cham sea quark distributions in the 8 baryon corre—
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soonding to the m atrix elem ent of diag(0 0 0 1) are the same . Explicitly
in case of the soft pom eron we cbtain 2 < €. >= §3 %]5 for allm embers
In the 8 baryon. Since we already have the resul that the cham sea quark
in the proton is abundant i, 21], we reach the conclusion that the cham
sea quark is universal and abundant in the 8 baryon. It should be noted
that the gluon fusion lke term is In general ncluded in our de nition of the
cham dquark distrbution function, but the gluon in our case is not neces—
sarily the perturbative one. Experin entally HERA found 2] abundance of
the cham sea quark in the proton which is qualitatively sin ilar to the one
investigated In the toy model n Ref.{] in the follow ing two respects. The
one isthat abundance of the cham sea quark is correlated w ith the rapid rise
ofthe structure function F, in the sn allx region. T he other is that this rise
persists even at smallQ?, which can naturally be understood by this abun-
dance. Further som e unpleasant features of this toy m odelwhich com e from
the constraint obtained by the soft pom eron analysism ay be i proved ifwe
take into acoount the perturoative analysis. H owever, even In such a case the
property of abundance of the cham sea quark in the above sense rem ains.
Now themean quantum number < Y > and < Q > extended to SU (4) are
not so usefiil since they do not correspond to the traceless m atrix. Hence
the dependence on §§ ram ains. Rather even In SU 4), the m ean quantum
num bers of the light sea quarks in TabkZ are useful. T he heavy quark e ect
should be exam ined by the m ean quantum number such as < s >,
which corresponds to the sum ofthem ean cham and them ean strangeness.
The sam e kind of the discussions can be repeated in the SU (5) or SU (6),
andweget2< Sy>=2< €. >= §3 %5 w ith the constrant (31) for the
bottom and the top sea quarks in case of the soft pom eron.

5 Flavor asymm etry of the spin-dependent

sea quark distribution
Tt is Interesting to note that sim ilar discussion to extend the sym m etry from
SU (3) to SU (4) can beapplied to them atrix ekm ent < p;s; 2 0)Pp;s; >

which is directly related to the Ellisda e sum rukl3]. Let us rst discuss
the SU (3) case. W e de ne

tp;s; 92 O)pis; i=sA_ ; (32)
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where s is the soin vector, and

A, =if_,F+d,D; (33)

a

fora® 0 .TheEllisJda e sum for the 8 baryon is

z 1
I = i dxd; ®;Q7); (34)

where the subscript £ speci es the avor group. I7 is proportionalto d ,
and In case of the proton it iswell known to take the form

1
= 3—6[44 Qb+ 3405+ 4 0%y 35)

where 4 Qb = 4 uP+ 4P+ 4,405=4uP 4F,and4Qf= 4w+
4 F 24 P, and 4 & is the fraction of the soin of the proton carried by
the soin of quarks of avor g. Here 4 ¢ Includes the contrlbution from the
antiquark asusual. Since 4 QF isproportionaltoA, ,W e can apply Eq.(33)
to this quantity. Thus we obtain
1 1 1 2 1 1
4uP=-S+-D+F;4dF=-S -D;4=-S+-D F; (36)
3 3 3 3 3 3
where 4 Qf = S. It is straightorward to get the spin fraction of the quarks
in otherbaryons. W e sum m arize the result in Tabke 3. Now in SU 4),4 Q7
can be de ned as

P_

40%="6A; ;=40 +4dL+48 34F: 37)
Applying Eq.(33) to this quantity we obtain 4 Q7. = 2D forallm embers in
the 8 baryon. Since 4 Qg forl a 8isthesameasin SU (3), we cbtain

1 2
4 c= -5 -=D; (38)
3 3

for allm embers in the 8 baryon. Note that weuss thesame S asn SU (3).
Thuswe get

14 1 1 4
IL=-FE4uP+ -4+ -4F+ 4]
29 9 9 9

5 1 5
= —S+-F —D: (39)
27 6 54

14



T he generalization to SU () or SU (6) is straightforward , and we obtain

1 2
4b=4t= -5 —=D: (40)

3 3
U sing experin entalvalue of F = 046 00l andD = 0:79 001 P4], we see
that for a reasonable value of S, the theoretical value of the E llisJa e sum
rule is reduced substantially by the cham quark. It isusually considered that
the light sea quark gets contrbution from the gluon anom aly because of the
am alkness of the quark m ass com pared w ith the nfrared cuto R5J]. The
m agnitude of this glion contrlbution is detem ined by nput inform ation.
Then, to m ake the E llisJda e sum rul consistent with the experin ent by
this gluon polarization, it must be taken very large. In our case, such large
gluon polarization is not necessary. T he heavy quark such as the cham one
is su ce tom ake it consistent w ith the experin ent.

6 Conclusions

In conclusion we show that the chiml SU (n) SU (n) avor symm etry on
the nulkplane combined w ith the xed-m ass sum rule developed in Refs.[L,
3,14, 8,14, 21] ssverely restricts the sea quark in the 8 baryon. It predicts
a large asym m etry for the light sea quarks, and universality and abundance
for the heavy sea quarks. Furtherwe show that the sam e sym m etry restricts
the fraction of the spoin of the 8 baryon carried by the quark. E specially
W e show that this e ect is outstanding for the intrinsic cham sea quark in
the nuclkon and that it plays the role to reduce the theoretical value of the
E llisJda e sum rule substantially.
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Tabl 1: The regularized m ean sea quark number. Here the m ean valence
quark num ber is nothing but the valence quark num ber, hence it takes the
value 0 ogl or2 according to the valence contents of the baryon. Furtherwe

<&

> +2< €B >

eB
<s > +2< 2>

st §3 = £83.
B <ul>+2< >
p S$+2F+ 2P
n § b
S -
° §+ 2
§° P+
§ 2°+ 2B
0 €3 %]ﬁ
2
0 €3 Eé

§3
&3 4
§3
8§34+
8§34+
§3
§3
§3

6

2IF + 2P
P+ 2P

p
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B

2F + 2
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Tabl 2: Them ean quantum num ber of the light sea quarks.

hl;i hy i i
;fhi  dig sfhi+ § 2349 SR Y & fig
1 1 1 1 1 1
se+BH) ; iGF B) 1 teP+B) 2
= 0055 = 056 = 023
1 1 1 1 2
= 0:055 = 056 = 034
1 1 2 1 1
i B T@E+26) 2
= 0054 = 034 = 022
2 1
0 p 5
=0 = (034 = 017
1 1 2 1 1
IF+ 2 p S( 3+ 26)+ 2
= 0:054 = 034 = 011
1 1 1 1 1 1
I(P+DB)+ 1 LEP+D)+ 2 13 B)+ 2
= 045 = 023 = 056
1 1 1 1 2
= 045 = 023 = 0:34
2 1
0 2 b
=0 = 034 = 0417
Tabl 3: The soin fraction of the quarks .
4 uP 4 & 4 s°
1 1 1 2 1 1
IS+F+iD 1S 2D is F+ 1D
1 2 1 1 1 1
s 2p IS+F+iD 1S F + 1D
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
35S+ iF+31D S 3F+3iD 3S D
1 1 1 1 1 2
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
s iF+ip is+ir+ip is Ip
1 1 1 2 1 1
s F+iD s 2D IS+ F + 1D
1 2 1 1 1 1
§S §D §S F + §D §S+ F + §D
1 1 1 1 1 2

19



